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- Th MAILING DATE of this communication app ars on th cov r sheet with the correspond nee addr ss - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 1-21 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) I3 Claim(s) 1-21 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)[3 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)!3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 185(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) 13 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)D All b)D Some*c)|EI None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 
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PART III. DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -21 are presented for examination. 

2. Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) filed on Sept/19/2001 has been 
received and fully considered. 

Drawings Objections 

3. The drawings are objected to because there is no drawing in the present 
application. A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection 
to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claims Objections 

4. Claims 2-3, 6, 9-10 are objected to minor informality: 

Claim 2, lines 1; claim 3,, line 2; claim 6, line 1; claim 10, line 1, "the 

components" should be read as the separate components" to maintain 

consistency to "presenting separate components" of claim 1 line 9. 

Claim 9, line 2, "the corresponding component" should be read as the 

separate components" to maintain consistency to "presenting separate 

components" of claim 1 line 9. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having- ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-3, 4, 9-11,14, 18, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Brandt et al. (USPN: 5,892,905) hereinafter Brandt in 
view of Farris et al. (USPN: 6,167,253) hereinafter Farris. 

As per claims 1 (method), 18 (readable medium), and 21 (system), Brandt 
discloses a method for creating a user interface for a standard application in the 
window of the browser that runs on a personal computer workstation of a 
computer network and at least one user works with the standard application from 
the personal computer workstation over the computer network wherein the 
standard application can be serviced by means of a user interface and works 
results from the standard application can be returned through the output fields of 
the user interface as the technique of providing access to software applications 
over the WWW, and the current limitations of existing solutions provides the 
capability to easily access many different application programs over the WWW 
via a standardized GUI (see col. 3, lines 56-60) includes Web browser 212 is a 
software program running on the client workstation 210 that allows a user at a 
client workstation 210 to communicate with other computers over connection 216 
(see col. 5, lines 52-54),said method comprising: 
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Presenting separate components of the user interface of the user interface 
of the standard application in the browser of the personal computer workstation is 
.taught by Brandt as the technique of common WWW user interface components 
such as HTML templates/ forms that can address a majority of typical application 
processing input and output requirements (see col. 9, lines 45-47), and requires 
the user to input a user ID and password in order to gain access to CGI 420 (see 
col. 13, lines 66-67). 

Brandt, however, does not disclose the limitation of converting the state 
and function of the separate components into standard code that can be 
interpreted by the browser and transferring to the standard application in the 
requested format that data entered by the user and returned by the browser. 

Farris discloses the limitation of converting the state and function of the 
separate components into standard code that can be interpreted by the browser 

i 

and transferring to the standard application in the requested format that data 
entered by the user and returned by the browser as the technique of perform any 
format conversion necessary between signal formats utilized by the network and 
signal formats used within MAPOD 2d (see col. 19, lines 36-36), the call delivery 
process is a standard function of the IS-41 interface specification (see col. 28, 
lines 34-35), and the typical home page returned to the browser is formatted 
using HTML (see col. 40, lines 51-52). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include Farris 1 teaching of converting the state 
and function of the separate components into standard Gode that can be 
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interpreted by the browser and transferring to the standard application in the 
requested format that data entered by the user and returned by the browser into 
that of Brandt's invention. By doing so, the system would be enhanced by 
capable of performing format conversion from any format into standard format of 
standard application program interface prior displayed to graphical user interface 
to an end user. 

As per claim 2, the limitation of wherein the separate components include 
list boxes, input fields and output fields is taught by Brandt as the technique of 
common WWW user interface components such as HTML templates/ forms that 
can address a majority of typical application processing input and output 
requirements (see col. 9, lines 45-47), a button presented in an HTML generated 
user interface (see col. 19, lines 65-66), a button presented on an HTML form 
(see col. 20, line 1), and requires the user to input a user ID and password in 
order to gain access to CGI 420 (see col. 13, lines 66-67). This claim is therefore 
rejected for the reason as set forth above. 

As per claim 3, Brandt discloses the claimed limitations presenting in the 
browser window the information for drawing the corresponding graphic 
component, and returning to the server the information about the user input 
corresponding to the graphic components with respect to claim 1 above. Brandt 
fails to disclose the limitation of interpreting as graphic. the components not , 
recognized. 
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Farris discloses the limitation of interpreting as graphic the components 
not recognized as the technique of selection device having capability to present a 
limited amount of graphical information to the user (see col. 19, lines 21-23). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include Farris' teaching of interpreting as graphic 
the components not recognized into that of Brandt's invention. By doing so, the 
system would be enhanced by capable of interpreting limited information as 
graphic components to an end user. 



As per claim 4, the limitation of wherein the standard code comprises 
HTML code is taught by Brandt as the technique of HTML templates/forms that 
can address a majority of typical application processing input and output 
requirement (see col. 9, lines 44-46). This claim is therefore rejected for the 
reason as set forth above. 

As per claim 1 1 , Brandt discloses most of this claim with respect to claim 
1 . The citation of "on request by the user through the browser" is taught by 
Brandt as the technique of the user can enter a URL for a specific home page 
site or click on a button presented in an HTML generated user interface using 
web browser 212 (see col. 19, lines 64-67). This claim is therefore rejected for 
the reason as set forth above. 
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As per claim 12, the limitation of wherein the server has management 
software installed which can be called by other server either directly or through a 
program that can run independently (CGI) and which makes available the server 
functions with application character is taught by Brandt as. the technique of if the 
user requested information requires access to Flow-Mark application 342, there 
will be a command embedded in the data stream that identifies the need to 
access CGI 420, which will, in turn, provide access to FlowMark application 
342(see col. 20, lines 10-14). This claim is therefore rejected for the reason as 
set forth above. 

As per claim 13, the limitation of wherein the management software 
checks the access rights of the user when the processes the incoming requests 
is taught by Brandt as the technique of the REALM request is a well-known 
software security feature which requires the user to input a user ID and password 
in order to gain access to CGI (see col. 13, lines 65-67) and FMIG 430 compares 
the user ID and key with those in user library 620 (see col. 14, lines 9-1 1 ). This 
claim is therefore rejected for the reason as set forth above. 

As per claim 14, the limitation of wherein in order to build a network 
capability when several requests for a standard application have to be 
processed, the management software starts once the standard application for 
each request is taught by Brandt as the technique of this is the preferred method 
where control of access is not a primary concern. For example, embedded the 
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key in the HTML form would be useful if the submitted HTML form is one used by 
visitors or guests to access limited functions of the software application (see col. 
13, lines 37-41 ). This claim is therefore rejected for the reason as set forth 
above. . . 

As per claim 9, Brandt discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
above. Frank, however, does not disclose the limitation of wherein the data 
returned by the browser are assigned to the corresponding components. 

Farris discloses the limitation of wherein the data returned by the browser 
are assigned to the corresponding components as the technique of the typical 
home page returned to the browser is formatted using HTML (see col. 40, lines 
51-52) and when a browser encounters an img tag, it send another request to the 
server to download the named image (see col. 40,lines 54-56). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include Farris' teaching of wherein the data 
returned by the browser are assigned to the corresponding components into that 
of Brandt's invention. By doing so, the system would be enhanced by capable of 
returned requested data to the corresponding demanded components and 
displayed to an end user. 

As per claim 10, Brandt discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
above. Frank, however, does not disclose the limitation of wherein the 
assignment of the data to the components is done by operating system routines. 
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Farris discloses the limitation of wherein the assignment of the data to the 
components is done by operating system routines as the technique of the 
downloaded operating system software stored in the system memory of the 
transceiver would control operations of the digital signal processor to send and 
receive signals in accord with the particular network the subscriber chooses to 
connect with transceiver (see col. 19 line 65 to col. 20 line 2). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include Farris' teaching of wherein the 
assignment of the data to the components is done by operating system routines 
into that of Brandt's invention. By doing so, the system's operating routines would 
be enhanced by capable of returned requested data to the corresponding 
demanded components and displayed to an end user. 

7. Claims 5, 15-17 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brandt et al. (USPN: 5,892,905) hereinafter Brandt in view of 
Farris et al. (USPN: 6,167,253) hereinafter Farris and further in view of Chen et 
al. (USPN: 6,507,856). 

As per claim 5, Brandt-Farris disclose the invention substantially as 
claimed above. Brandt-Farris, however, does not disclose the limitation of . 
wherein the standard code comprises XML code. 
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Chen discloses the limitation of wherein the standard code comprises 
XML code as the technique of XML document to provide tad name and value 
information (see col. 2, lines 26-27). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include Chen's XML document format into that of 
Brandt-Farris combined invention. By doing so, the system would be enhanced 
by providing extensible language to the Web wherein the user can rely on. 

As per claims 15-16, Brandt-Farris disclose the invention substantially as 
claimed above. Brandt-Farris, however, does not disclose the limitation of 
wherein the code generated contains script routines that can be interpreted by 
the browser (see claim 15) and script routines are Java-Script routines (see claim 
16). 

Chen discloses the limitation of wherein the code generated contains 
Java-Script routines that can be interpreted by the browser as the technique of 
the style sheet written in Java-Script provide a way to render the XML document 
to a browser (see col. 5, lines 11-14). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include Chen's the code generated contains 
Java-Script routines that can be interpreted by the browser into that of Brandt- 
Farris combined invention. By doing so, the system would be enhanced by 
providing a render way to the style sheet written in XML document to the Web 
browser's end user. 
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As per claims 19-20, due to the similarity of each of these claims to that of 
claims 15-16, these claims are therefore rejected for the same reasons applied to 
claims 15-16. ... 

As per claim 17, Brandt-Farris disclose the invention substantially as 
claimed above. Brandt-Farris, however, does not disclose the limitation of 
wherein the software module is generated according to the CSS standard. 

Chen discloses the limitation of wherein the software module is generated 
according to the CSS standard as the technique of CSS provides a way to render 
the XML document to a browser (see col. 5, lines 12-14). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include Chen's wherein the software module is 
generated according to the CSS standard into that of Brandt-Farris combined 
invention. By doing so, the system would be enhanced by providing a render way 
to the style sheet written in XML document to the Web browser's end user. 

8. Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brandt et al. (USPN: 5,892,905) hereinafter Brandt in view of Farris et al. 
(USPN: 6,167,253) hereinafter Farris and further in view of Morscheck et al. 
(USPN: 6,076,080 hereinafter Morscheck. 

As per claim 6, Brandt-Farris disclose the invention substantially as 
claimed above. Brandt-Farris, however, does not disclose the limitation of 
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wherein along with the coordinates of the components of the interface of the 
standard application also their size, color, and in the case of text components 
also the type of type face and font size are investigated and transferred to the 
browser. m . 

Morscheck discloses the limitation of the components of the interface of 
including their size, color, and in the case of text components also the type of 
type face and font size as the technique of binding color (see col. 17 line 15), the 
size will be populated by that design but the paper weight/color/ description must 
be entered (see col. 17, lines 55-56), and a user can specify the orientation of the 
printing. Options include horizontal and vertical. Clicking a number of Lines drop 
down list arrow allows a user to specify the number of lines required for the 
custom title. A font size must be selected for a custom title (see col. 22, lines 10- 
14). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include Morscheck teaching of components of 
the interface of including their size, color, and in the case of text components 
also the type of type face and font size into that of Brandt user interface of 
standard application and further into that of Brandt-Farris combined invention. By 
doing so, the system would be enhanced by capable of providing look and feel to 
the standard application on user workstation. 

As per claim 7, Brandt-Farris disclose the invention substantially as 
claimed above. Brandt-Farris, however, does not disclose the limitation of 
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investigating the coordinates of the position of every component on the user 
interface and on the basis of these coordinates drawing the components in the 
browser in a manner that is identical or similar to their positioning on the user 
interface of the standard application. 

Morscheck discloses the limitation of investigating the coordinates of the 
position of every component on the user interface and on the basis of these 
coordinates drawing the components in the browser in a manner that is identical 
or similar to their positioning on the user interface of the standard application as 
the technique of the forms order entry system is programmed to determined 
manufacturability and usability of an order or quote by comparing the form order 
design data to a set of validation rules and routing manufacturability and usability 
exceptions to a selected one of a plurality of exception handling locations (see 
col. 1, lines 44-49). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include Morscheck teaching of investigating the 
coordinates of the position of every component on the user interface and on the 
basis of these coordinates drawing the components in the browser in a manner 
that is identical or similar to their positioning on the user interface of the standard 
application into that of Brandt-Farris combined invention. By doing so, the system 
would be enhanced by capable of comparing and investigating the identical and 
similarity of components on user's graphical workstation. 
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As per claim 8, due to the similarity of this claim to claim 7, this claim is 
therefore rejected for the same reason applied to claim 7. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. 1.1 1 1(c) to consider 
these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited 
therein teach a method for generating and building a graphical based user 
interface via the World Wide Web. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to CUONG T THAI whose telephone 
number is (703) 308-7234. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 
4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John W. Cabeca, can be reached at (703) 308-31 16. 

The fax numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are as follows: 

(703) 746-7238 (After Final Communication) 

(703) 872-9306 (Official Communication) 

(703) 746-7240 (For status inquiries, Draft Communication). 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 305-8000. 

CUONG T THAI 



Examiner 
Art Unit 21 73 



January 26, 2004 




RAYMOND J. BAYERL 
PRIMARY EXAMINED 
ART UNIT 2173 



